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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS. 

WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

• If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 24 August 2004 . 
2a}\3 This action is FINAL. 2b)l3 This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) IEI Claim(s) 1-17 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Clalm(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-17 is/are rejected. 

Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)\3 accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)^ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
aM All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3.13 Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Objections 



Claims 1- 17 are objected to as being vague and including grammatical errors, 
inferentially recited elements and lack of proper antecedent basis. The claims appear to be a 
literal translation into English from the foreign document and are replete with grammatical and 
idiomatic errors. For examples, the language " lines which connect said chamber to a tank for 
the ink... reversible direction of rotation." (claim 1, lines 3-10), "with the insertion of a valve... 
said chamber" (claim 12, lines 3-7) is vague in that it is unclear how "the rotor" can be actuated 
by a motor with a reversible direction of rotation. Also, the phrase "under normal conditions" 
(claim 12, lines 5-7) is unclear in meaning. The element "a motor" (claim 1 line 9) is 
inferencially recited. Additionally, there is no proper antecedent basis for "said tank" (claim 1 
line 7, claim 3 line 2), "said line" (claim 1 line 8, claim 6 line 2), "said switching valve means" 
(claim 6 line 3), "the rotor" (claim 1 line 9), "said source of low-pressure air" (claim 9 line 1), 
"said source of high-pressure air" (claim 10 line 1) and "the pipe section" (claim 12 line 10). 
The term "preferably" (claim 9 line 2) renders the claim vague because it is unclear whether the 
limitation(s) following the term are part of the claimed invention. Regarding claim 13-15 and 
17, the dependency of these claims is improper. It is improper to mix statutory classes of 
invention (i.e., apparatus and method) except for certain very limited cases such as product by 
process invention. 
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The above are simply examples of the errors present. Applicant is required to carefully 
review the claims and eliminate all such errors. 

To the extent the claims are definite and positively recite structure, it appears that the 
following prior art rejection is proper. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 (a) as being unpatentable over Yaeso et 
al. (US 5,402,724) in view of Bleiler et al. (US 6,5683,508). 

With respect to claims 1,8 and 16, Yaeso et al. teaches a method and an apparatus for 
washing a fountain of a printing press having an ink chamber 1 1, a tank 20 which contains ink, 
a means 24 which can be rotated forward and reverse directions for piunping the ink from the 
tank to the chamber and for washing the conduits and ink chamber, a tank 29 which contains a 
clean solvent and a tank 30 for a dirty solvent (Yaeso et al., Figs. 1-7 A). Yaeso et al. does not 
clearly teach the use of a peristaltic pump or a double diaphragm pump. Bleiler et al. teaches 
the conventional use of the peristaltic pump and the double diaphragm pump (Bleiler et al, 
claim 8). In view of the teaching of Bleiler et al., it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in in art to substituting the peristaltic pump or the double diaphragm as taught by Bleiler et 
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al. for a desired configuration of a printing press in place of the pump 19 of Yaeso et al. With 
respect to claims 2,6 and 7, the use of a quick-action couplings and a switching valve means is 
conventional as exemplified by Yaeso et al. For example, Figs. 1-4 of Yaeso et al. show the 
switching valve means 1-4 and the pump 19 which is coupled to the ink tank via a conduit 23 
(Yaeso et al., col.3, lines 32 and 33). 



Conclusion 

The patents to Burgard, DeMoore et al. and Harrison et al. are cited to show other 
structures method having obvious similarities to the claimed structure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Anthony Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272-2169. 
The examiner can normally be reached daily from 9 AM to 5PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Hirshfeld, can be reached on (571) 272-2168. The fax phone number for 
this Group is (571) 273-8300. 




Anthony Nguyen 
11/10/05 
Patent Examiner 
Technology Center 2800 



